Rt. 12, Frederick, «d. 21701 
11/24/76 


Ms* ^argaret G*atry 
A P 

Washington, D«C« 

Dear **. Gentry, 

You may not have written yesterday** account of Richard SJrague's breakfast speech 
at the Pr*sa Club. What follows may interest you. I'd ay r elate it if you give tills 
to the reporter who did write the piece if you did aot. All I hare is the M-wirs story 
from our local a.m. Their feed is from Baltimore , I tidak. I >re~um it is not the full 
A— wire story. 

It la about factual error that I write, an incomplete quote that changee its entire 

sense t 

"Ray admitted tilling King... He answered affirmatively when asked by the court before 
sentencing: "Are you pleading guilty to murder in the first degree in tills case because 
you killed Dr. Martin Luther King? ' " 

If 3 prague quoted this sadno mors the omiaoion is not accidental. Among the box 
of ay records 1 loaned him a month ago is the transcript of that guilty-plea hearing. 

I stipulated that th«se not be made available to other xktmx writers without having the 
working press in mind. However, if they k,«p their promise*, which to date they have not, 
they will not make it available. I will. Jt is easier for you to check in my frame— Up 
if AP kept it when 1 gave it a copy in early 1971 . Extensive direct quotes from that 
transcript begin on p. 104. Where Ray interrupted to* perevent Percy Foreman's extension 
of the voir dire to which Ray had agreed, an extension that did make him appear to be a 
laae killer, is oa pp. 106-9. The only rcasonabla meaning of Ray's interruption i^ to 


prevent Fore can's extending what Ray agreed to (he says was coerced into and I believe him) 
1* that with agreement that there was no conspiracy Ray would be the only one to hays 
been the shooter. I am confident he was not, but his concern was not Ramsey Clark. It was 
being made to cgnfess the actual killing. When give* a chance to deny this under oath 
and subject to ee » ew examinatooa in October 1974 Ray did deny it. I have that t anscript 
if you want it. 

The rest of the quote from Hattie's question is con p. 102. Plsas* note the limita- 
tions and qu^JUficatioas in i*J "because you killed Dr. Martin Luther K<« e under such 
cj-J^.WsUnces tA-i t would make you guilty of murder in the first deitree under the law »■ 
einlalna d to you by your lawyers? 

Eaxh of my asperate underscoring is to emphasiz* a different qualification that 
reallt mo anils ttle did not ask "Did you shoot Dr. K±ng," Murder first does not require 
the accused to have been the actual murdered. 

I intend no criticism of the reporting here. There is only so much a reporter can 
know in covering any story. But I am interested in knowing if this is all the quote 
Sorague used. If the Club tapes these appearances 1 would like to hear the entire thing. 

There is error in Ceorge Lardner's story in today's Post. I do not presume the 
error is George's. However, the subpoenaes were not limited to "law eaforcamsnt agencies." 
That they were not led to the last of the strong disagreements I had with Sprague and 
his itaff. Despite repeated prior promises not to do what ia quite improper, subpoena 
the files of V» prior counsel against whoa he has filed a series of complaints ia 
courts, he did just that. The subpoenaes were signed the day before Sprague's personal 


day after I sent Sprague a rather 


assurances to ^im Lenar and me to 
strong protest, lets in " 
tended "error." If it 

subpoena in abeyance or cancel it, I do not know whlob. It 

Tiol ation of the most basic right* to jrimey of counsel. more when it is those with 
whom Ray is 1* litigation. Now, which makes the damage to him greater# Sincerely, Harold Weisbsrg' 


the contrary. The 

the day, he phoned Senr to apologise for still another unin- 
was that who ig running the shop? He told Lesar he would hold that 

1* am intended and gross 


